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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ar tue srrtinc of the court on Wednesday last, Mr. 
Baron Pollock announced that Lord Coleridge would, for 
the remainder of the vacation, sit on Thursday instead 
of Wednesday, commencing on Thursday, the 16th of 


September. 


By prrection of Mr. Baron Pollock, all orders for 
interim injunctions which would expire on Wednesday, 
the 15th of September, are enlarged until Thursday, 
the 16th of September. 








Ovr reapers will observe with regret that the Leases 
Bill was withdrawn last week, and thus another year’s 
liberty is gained for owners of property who abuse the 
viso for re-entry. Mr. Osborne Morgan, however 
if his observations are correctly reported), gave a 
pledge that the Government will deal with the matter 
‘next year, and it may be hoped that a botter considered 
measure than Mr. Warton’s will be introduced. With 
section 18 of Lord Cairns’ Bill before him as a basis, the 
Government draftsman need have little difficulty in 
framing a satisfactory provision. The important points 
to be borne in mind are, first, that an opportunity should 
be given for settling terms between the parties, without 
application to the court, in all cases where the breach of 
covenant is capable of remedy, or is a reasonable sub- 
ject for compensation, having regard to the interest of 
“the landlord; and, next, that in case an application to 
the court should be necessary, the burden of applying 
should be thrown on the lessee secking relief, 


» 





Ir may pe surmisep that the intimation which has 
that the Queen has been in frequent com- 
‘Mnunication with the Government as to the means to be 
‘ to provide as far as possible for the safety of 
those who travel upon, or are connected with the working 
‘ot, railways may have reference to some proposed exten- 





sion of the jurisdiction of the Railway Commissioners, 
A change which would tend strongly towards the end 
desired would be to provide that every inquiry into a 
railway accident shall be held before this 

assisted by the Government Inspector, and armed with 
power to require the company to do sny works which, 
in the judgment of the commissioners, may be necessary 
to prevent similar accidents for the future; and that 
after such inquiry the commissioners shall (where possi- 
ble) hear on the spot all claims for compensation, and 
assess the damages payable by the railway company to 
the sufferers or their representatives. 





Tue provisions of the Customs and Inland Reyenue 
Act of the first session of the present year have 
doubtless given rise to many questions and complaints, 
but we doubt whether any case of greater hardship has 
arisen than that reported in a recent issue of the 
Irish Law Reports. In Lalor v. Jones (5 L. R. Ir. 282) 
the facts were these: —The testatrix died on the 2nd of 
August, 1879. The executor took the usual 
necessary for obtaining a grant of probate, the amount 
of the personalty being sworn under £35,000; and on 
the 13th of September he paid £450, the amount of 
probate duty payable according to the law then in force. 
On the 22nd of September a caveat was 1 by tke 
next of kin, and litigation ensued, which resulted, on 
the 15th of April in the present year, in a decree estab- 
lishing the validity of the will. In the meantime, the 
43 Vict. c. 14, had come into operation, and section 9 of 
that statute provides that “‘on and after the Ist day of 
April, 1880, in lieu of the stamp duties now payable 
upon probates of wills and letters of administration in 
England and Ireland . . . there shall be 
and paid the duties specified in the schedule to this Act.” 
The duty payable, as fixed by the schedule, was £815, 
instead of £450, but the executor applied that the 
probate might be sealed without payment of any further 
duty, arguing that since the will had been pronounced 
to be valid the scale of duty should be regulated by the 
law in force when probate was originally applied for. 
Mr. Justice Warren, however, held that the estate was 
liable for payment of the increased duty. He observed 
that the stamp was upon the face of it insufficient, and 
that the registrar had no right to make inquiry as to 
the time when it was actually purchased, 





A curious LITTLE pornt of registration law was decided, 
apparently for the first time, in the case of Spencer, 
Appellant ; Harrison, Respondent, reported in last week’s 
issue of the Weexty Rerorrer. A testator devised copy- 
hold property to trustees upon trust for sale and re- 
investment of the proceeds, then on trast to pay the 
income to his wife for life, and after her decease for his 
children, of whom the appellant wasone. The testator’s 
wife died in his lifetime, and after the death of the 
testator, the trustees, by agreement among the ceséuis 
que trust, did not sell the copyholds, but received and 
divided the rents between the cestuis que trust... The 
appellant’s share was of sufficient value to 
franchise, and he had been in receipt of his share 
of the rent for the proper time. But the question 
was raised whether he was seised in equity 
the copyholds for such an estate as 
requires—that is, “for his own life or for the 
another, or for any lives whatsoever, or for any 
estate.” He had clearly some beneficial interest in 


land as land, for although the will contained no express 
trust of the land or rents till sale, there was, of 
an implied trust of a share of the rents and 
him until sale, and an interest in the rents 

an interest in the land (Co. Litt. 4b). But what was 
this interest ? Was it a freehold interest determinable on 
a contingency, so as to entitle the eee! 
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or a mere interest at will? According to the court, the 
distinction between a freehold estate determinable and 
an estate at will turns upon the person at whose will the 
estate is held. If that person is the grantor, his heirs 
or assigns, the estate is an estate at will, whilst if that 
is a stranger, the estate is a freehold determin- 
able. Now, the estate was determinable at the will of 
the trustees, for since the share of one of the daughters is 
stated to have been settled, no effectual election to take 
the land as land could be made, The trustees, the court 
thought, could not be considered as “ strangers,” hence 
the interest determinable at their will was an interest at 
will only, and did not confer the franchise. The decision 
is probably right under the peculiar circumstances, but 
it must not be taken to apply to cases where an election 
can be made to take the property in its actual state. 





A coRRESPONDENT raises the long-standing grievance, 
often mooted in these columns, of the heavy court fees 
in county courts in common law proceedings. We 
believe that the reason which originally led to these 
amounts being fixed was a desire to secure the adoption 
of the principle that the fees should be few in number, 
easily understood by suitors, and easily kept in account 
by the clerks. There was also present to the mind of 
the authorities the consideration that if a large sum were 
not furnished by the suitors, the amount of the annual 
parliamentary grant would have to be very heavy. The 
three principal fees were settled with a view to these 
considerations, and their burdensomeness to the 
suitor was rather left out of sight. We have not the 
report at hand, but we believe we are right in saying 
that the County Court Commissioners of 1855 recom- 
mended that the five per cent. payable on plaints might 
be safely reduced to two and a half per cent.; and we 
think it is time some steps were taken to bring this matter 
to the notice of the authorities. 








At the memorial proceedings on the death of Judge Trigg, 
of the Federal District Court, at Memphis, last month, says 
the Central Law Journal, ove of the speakers was rather 
hard on the “‘ reading judge,’ contrasting him with what 
we suppose must be called the “common-sense” judge. “I 
do say,” he remarked, “ that the learned judge, in the sense of 
a judge who is ever exploring the reports, for decisions rather 
than for reasons, and who relies solely upon them, is the 
most dangerous of all judges. Heis not much more wise 
than a man who would attempt to make his way through a 
morass at night, trusting to the guidance of the fire-fly’s 
. It is safe to say that folly half of what makes upa law 
library isthe merest trash, and the judge who is crammed and 
-into the dimensions of case learning has, to 
the least, filled much space with rubbish that were better 
left open for the free play of his own faculties.” 


J. York Sawyer, says an American legal journal, was 
one of the early circuit judges of this State. He prided 
himself upon his learning and dignity. When Springfield 
was a small village, he was holding court there in a log 
bis jail 4 log stable. In g sentence 
stealing, he said, “ If such things were 
eep no in our stables, no cattle in 
in our pens, no chickens on our roosts.” 
lean, rail-eplitter, who was standing in the crowd of 
who bad gathered in the log court-house to 
sentence of the court pronounced upon the horse 
out at the top of his voice: “ Hit him again, 
gimlet-eye, he's got no friends here : we'll stand by you.’’ 
The judge feeling that his dignity had been offended, ex- 
“Who said that? who said that?” ‘The rail- 
himself head and shoulders above the crowd, 
: “ This old hose said it, sire.” Judge Sawyer, there- 
ly remarked : ‘‘Mr, Sheriff, take that old 
and a in the stable.” The sheriff obeyed the 
es , aad the reil-eplitver had to remain in the log 
over pight, 


if 





CHARGING A TRUSTEE OR EXECUTOR 
INTEREST, 

pe a 
Ovz of the most doubtful points in the law of trusts ig 
as to the circumstances under which a trustee or executor 
will be charged with interest on trust funds, and the rate 
of interest with which he will be charged. As the sub. 
ject is one on which our readers are likely to bo not un. 
frequently consulted, it seems desirable to consider in de. 
tail the doctrines which have been laid down by the 
courts of equity. 

It is well known that before the time of Lord Thur. 
low it was doubtful whether a trustee or executor who 
used trust money in his own trade or for his own purposes 
would be charged with interest. Lord Nottingham said 
it was a fixed rule of the court, and he would not change 
it, that an executrix receiving money which was secured 
to the testator, if she laid it out to profit, should not 
account for the profit ; forshe lent the principal at her 
hazard, so that if it miscarried she should make it good 
to the estate (Grosvenor v. Cartwright, 2 Ch. Cas. 21; 
Linch v. Caffy, Ib. 35). Lord Guildford, however, 
dissented from this doctrine (Ratcliffe v. Graves, 1 Ver, 
196, 2 Ch. Cas. 152); and in Lee v. Lee (2 Vern. 548), 
Lord Cowper declared that, although a trustee or executor 
is not empowered or directed to place the trust funds ont 
at interest, yet if he makes interest by them he shall be 
accountable for it. The doctrine that a trustee must 
account for all profits made by the use of trust money 
was laid down by Lord Harcourt (Brown v. Litton, 
1P. W. 140); but the non-liability of an executor to 
account for such profits or to pay interest on assets em- 
ployed by him was unequivocally asserted by Lord 
Hardwicke (Adams v. Gale, 2 Atk. 106; Child y, 
Gibson, Ib. 603), who, in the last-named case, 
said that “there never was a case in this court 
where a Master was directed to charge interest upon 
an executor who made use of assets come to his 
hands in the way of his trade.” In the first of 
the above-named cases Lord Hardwicke had adopted the 
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irrational distinction laid down by Lord Macclesfield in any 
Bromfief v. Wytherley (Prec. Ch. 505), that ‘if a trustes clain 
or executor is an insolvent person at the time of pl tor t 
out trust money, then the cestui que trust shall have the f 
the whole benefit gained thereby, as he must have borne nece: 
the loss thereof, if any had happened; the trustee or cons 
executor by his insolvency being exempted thereof and as di 
ccnsequently running no hazard at all.” Lord Lough- be ol 
borough, however, disapproved of this distinction (Adye mini 
v. Feuilleteau, 1 Cox, at p. 25); and it was finally de Hau 
molished by Lord Thurlow, together with the distinction exec! 
attempted to be established between the case of @ any 
trustee and an executor. ‘The doctrine I am desired it, ¢ 
lay down,” he said, “ is that an executor may keep his Ross 
testator’s money and apply it to the uses of his trade Tg 
without being liable to interest. It has been argued inter 
this extent, that if the executor is solvent he shall nob trust 
pay interest; if he is not he shall. I cannot see the reason © eacay 
of that case. It is impossible that this should have bees at h 


laid down as the law of the court. I do not say he shall 
pay interest on the ground of his having called in a debt 
which bore interest, because an executor has an honest 
discretion to callin money which he thinks in hazard; 
but when it is called in and made profit of in the way of | 
his trade, I think he should be charged with interest” 
(Newton v. Bennet, 1 Bro, 0. O. 359, 361). 

Although, however, it has long been settled that # 
trustee or executor who unnecessarily keeps in his hands 
moneys which it is his duty t invest or to pay to the 
persons entitled will be charged with interest (Attorneys 
General v, Alford, 4.1), M. & G. 843, 851; Stae, +e 
Stacpoole, 4 Dow. 209, 224; Blogy v. Johnson, 16 W. & 
626, L, R. 2 Oh, 226, 228), the principle on which te | 
court agp in such cases has been the subject of 
siderable controversy. The idea which was form 
entertained that tho court, in the exercise of a 4 
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‘rin jurisdiction, would condemn trustees or ex- 
 gutors to pay interest as a penalty for a ‘‘ direct breach 

of trust” (see Pearse v. Green, 13. & W. 135, 140; Salt- 
marsh v. Barrett, 14 Beav., at p. 350; Williams v. 
Powell, 15 Beav., at p. 468) has been disavowed, and the 
gesult of recent decisions is to base the practice of 
charging interest upon the ground that the trustee or 





e 
} an executor either has made or must be taken to have made 
ot une interest by his use of the trust moneys, constituting 
in de. moneys in his hands ‘‘ had and received to the use” of the 
y the testui que trust (Attorney-General v. Alford, 4 D. M. & 
G., at p. 851 (compare, however, Mayor of Berwick v. 
Thur- Murray, 7D. M. & G. 497, 519, where Lord Cranworth 
r who qualified his previous decision]; Burdick v. Garrick, 18 
rposes W. BR. 387, L. R. 5 Ch. 233; Vyse v. Foster, 21 W. R. 
n said 207, L. R. 8 Ch. 309, 333). The practical effect of the 
hange latter view in restricting the liability of the trustee is 
cured to charge him with interest or profits only where 
d not he might have made them, as is shown in the 
t her lastly above-mentioned cases. In Burdick v. Garrick 
; good it was held that a trustee who had employed trust 
s. 21; money in the business of a solicitor ought not to 
wever, be charged with compound interest, because a solicitor’s 
Vern, profit arises from the exercise of professional skill, and 
548), not from the employment of money ; and in Vyse v. 
ecutor Foster it was held that a member of a firm who had 
ds out allowed trust money to be used in the business of the 
all be firm was only liable to account for the share of the 
must profits of the business which belonged to him as a 
lone ¥ partner. 
itton, What is to be deemed an unnecessary retention of 
tor to trust funds, so as to subject a trustee or executor to pay- 
5 CMs thent of interest, is a question of fact to be decided on 
Lord the circumstances of each case. As regards trustees, 
ld ¥, little difficulty is likely to arise in arriving at an answer 
case, to the question, for there are few circumstances which 
court can justify a trustee in keeping trust money unproduc- 
upon tive; but, as regards executors, there is more difficulty. 
0 his The question whether an executor shall be charged with 
tof interest on assets retained in his hands has been said to 
od the turn on this—viz., whether the fund has been so kept for 
eld in any other purpose than that of discharging the growing 
rustes dlaims upon it. It is frequently necessary for an execu- 
lacing tor to keep very large sums in his hands, especially in 
have the first year after the decease of his testator; and this 
borne necessity is so fully acknowledged that, according to the 
ee OF constant course of the court, the fund is not considered 
f and is distributable till after that time, and interest will not 
ough be charged on balances retained by an executor or ad- 
Ade ministrator till after the end of such year (Holgate v. 
y de Haworth, 17 Beav. 259, 260). If after that time an 
iction executor keeps money in his hands uninvested without 
of & Muy apparent reason, but meroly for the purpose of using 
red to it, the court will charge him with interest (Forbes v. 
p his Ross, 1 Cox, at p. 115). 
be The reason for charging a trustee or executor with 
| interest being, as already stated, that he has kept 
cea trust moneys unproductive, it is obvious that he cannot 
bell escape this liability by showing that he has always had 
hell his bankers a balance larger than the trust fund 
‘a v. Massey, 1 Ball & B., at p. 230). Nor will 
ouel the existence of outstanding demands, even on probable 
al grounds (Franklin v, Frith, 3 Bro. O. 0,, at p. 434); or 
ay of the fact that executors had reasonable ground for retain. 





ing honey belonging to the estate, and not paying it to 
4 claimant ; that they gave sufficient notice of the diff. 
dulty to the claimant, and that the claimant did not ask 
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pot to invest or apercgeets the money in any manner 
> the v. Gray, 2 Coll., at p. 300); or the fact that 





& trustee under a doubtful will claims on reasonable 
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to be entitled to the trust fund (Mousley v. 
arr, 4 Boav. 49; Jn ve vans’ Hetate, W. N., 1876, p. 
M0); or that, owing to the ambiguity of a will, execu- 
tore cannot, without the deoree of tho court, know who 
: fpr peenons entitled to the fund (Sutton v. Sharp, 7 


> 
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46) relieve executors from paying interest on 
which they have kept unproductive, 






On the other hand, if it can be shown to be necessary 
to meet the exigencies of the testator’s affairs that 
moneys should be. kept uninvested, the executor will 
escape this liability (Franklin v. Frith, 3 Bro. C. C., at 

‘p. 434; Littlehales v. Gascoyne, Ib., 73: see Dawson v. 
Massey, 1 Ball & B., at p. 231, where Lord Manners said 
that crassa negligentia cannot in the case of an executor 
be imputed unless it be shown that all the purposes for 
which the executor kept the money were answered). 

Interest is only charged on funds which the executor 
or trustee has actually refained. If he has lost the 
trust fund through neglect in calling it in, the court will 
not charge him with interest (Z'ebbs v. Carpenter, 1 Mad. 
290; Lowson v. Copeland, 2 Bro. O. C. 156). And if an 
executor, acting bond fide, pays money to the wrong 
person by mistake, the court, although requiring him 
to make it good, will not, it seems, make him restore it 
with interest (Saltmarsh v. Barrett (No. 2) 31 Beav., at 
p. 350), And it was said by Lord Eldon in Bruerev. Pem- 
berton (12 Ves. 386) that it would be too severe to hold 
that an executor who had brought in his account, 
fairly making a claim that appeared to the court 
to be just, but of which he could not from the evidence, 
furnished by his own liberality in not making the charge 
during the life of the testator, avail himself, and the 
fund, though he considered it to be his own, proved by 
the judgment of the court to be the testator’s, and was 
ordered to be paid into court, should be in the same 
situation as if he had known it to be the testator’s 
property and had neglected his trust. But in 
In re Evans’ Estate (W. N. 1876, p. 205) adminis- 
trators who had claimed to be beneficially entitled to 
funds in their hands were, on the decision of the 
court that the evidence was not sufficient to support their 
claim, charged with interest at four per cent. 








GOODWILL AND INJUNCTIONS AGAINST 
DEALING WITH CUSTOMERS OF THE 
BUSINESS. 


Caszs arising On a sale of the goodwill of a business 
present considerable difficulty, for two reasons. The 
first is that the term “ goodwill” can hardly be said to 
have any precise signification ; and the second is that, 
whenever goodwill is involved there is generally also 
some special contract affecting the same rights as those 
which are included by implication in the trausfer of the 
goodwill itself. There is, too, this further difficulty: 
the principles which have been laid down in general 
terms as applicable to the rights on the transfer of a 
goodwill are not really universally applicable, because 
goodwill is a different thing in different particular cases. 
The goodwill of a public-house at the corner of a busy 
street or next door to a manufactory means the natural 
flow of customers to that particular house; but the 
goodwill of the business of a solicitor, or a dentist, or a 
photographer, as the Master of the Rolls said in Ginest 
v. Cooper (L. R. 14 Ch. D. 596), depends very much 

upon personal connection. There might also be cited 

the possibly apocryphal case of the crossing-sweeper at 
the bark, who sold his business at one year’s purchase 

for £400. ‘‘The term ‘ goodwill,’” says Mr. Justice 

Lindley, “is generally used to denote the benefit arising 

from connection or reputation; and its value is what can 

be got for the chance of being able to keep that connec. 

tion and improve it. The value of the goodwill 

of any business to a purchaser depends, in some cases 

entirely, and in all very much, on the absence of com. 

petition on the part of those by whom the business has 

been previously carried on” (Lindley, p. 859), 

There are three cases in which the value of a goodwill 
has to be considered—(1) on the retirement of one 
of the partners; (2) on the dissolution of the partner 
ship when some or all of the partners remain in business ; 
(3) on the sale of the goodwill at the dissolution of a 





partnership to a person not a member of it, or to one of 
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the partners. Inthe first case, on the retirement of one 
of the partners, the goodwill is left with the remaining 
partners. But what is meant by the goodwill in that 
caseP Clearly something negative. The flow of cus- 
tomers is not interfered with, and the remaining partners 
are not obliged to pay a retiring partner for leaving it 
untouched. Of course, we are supposing a case where 
no special agreements are made between the retiring and 
remaining partners. But the retiring partner is entitled 
to set up immediately a similar business to that which 
he has just left, and next door, if he likes, to the old 
house: Davies v. Hodgson (25 Beav. 177). 

In the second case, on the dissolution of a partnership, 
when some or all of the partners remain in business, 
what becomes of the goodwill? If no agreement to the 
contrary be made, the goodwill is partnership property, 
and must be sold for the benefit of the partnership, if 
any partner demands a sale. But as all the partners 
are at liberty to set up similar businesses, even after 
selling the goodwill, it is obvious that the goodwill is 
generally worthless except possibly to one of the partners 
who desires to carry on the business of the firm. 
Whether it is valuable or not depends a good deal upon 
the nature of the business. In some cases it would be 
very valuable to any one who could also get the place 
of business of the firm, but worthless apart from it. 

The third case is that of a sale of the goodwill at the 
dissolution of a partnership to a stranger or to one of 
the partners. The same remarks of course apply as to 
the nature of the goodwill in this case as in the second. 
But there is this important difference in the two cases: 
on @ dissolution simply, the goodwill remains with the 
partner or partners who retain the business, but upon a 
sale of the goodwill there is an implied contract on the 
part of the vendors, if they set up in a similar business, 
not to solicit the customers of the old firm to deal with 
them. Lord Justice Brett, in Leggott v. Barrett (28 
snd pa . I think that there would be an im- 

con’ on the part of a person who sells a - 
will that he will not immediately afterwards wlide the 
customers who are really the people who form the good- 
will ; and I should say the same where there is a dissolu- 
tion of partnership for valuable consideration, that the 
outgoing partner who dissolves the partnership for good 
consideration does impliedly contract that he will not 
immediately afterwards do away with that for which he 
has paid, by soliciting the customers, and. so practically 
destroying the goodwill which he has agreed to leave 
with the surviving partner.” In that case there was a 
special contract, but the question arose upon an ex- 
emption out of the contract, and the decision is, there- 
fore, upon the general law. The Master of the 
Rolls F raya. 4n injunction to restrain the defend- 
ant, retiring partner, who had set up in a 
similar business, from soliciting any customer of the 
old firm, or “actually dealing” with such customer. 
There had been an agreement for the continuing 
partner to retain the effects and goodwill and continue 
the business at Bradford, the other partner to 
retire, and not to carry on a similar business within ten 
miles of Bradford except at Leeds, Afterwards a formal 
deed of dissolution was executed by which the effects 
were assigned, but the goodwill was not mentioned, and 
there was @ covenant by the retiring partner, according 
to the agreement, not to set up a similar business within 
ten miles of Bradford except at Leeds. The retiring 
partner did set up a similar business at Leeds, and the 
Lords Justices pointed out that the agreement and the 
deed were really the same. ‘‘The mere fact of the 
other (Barrett, the retiring partner) going out of the 
partnership,” said Lord Justice Brett, ‘if nothing else 
was stated, left the goodwill in Henry Leggott, the 


person who had been the partner, and 1 presume that is 
the reason why nothing 1s said about goodwill in the 
the question was whether or not 





of the old firm. That is how the matter was put by 
Lord Justice Cotton. The real point argued upon 
appeal was as to the propriety of the latter part of the 
injunction, whereby the defendant was restrained not 
only from soliciting, but ‘‘ actually dealing,” with 
customers of the old firm. As has been already stated, 
the doctrine is clearly established until the House of 
Lords sees fit to modify it, that although a person sells 
the goodwill of his business, he is not disentitled from 
recommencing a similar business next door to the old 
house, subject only to these restrictions—he must not 
solicit the customers of the old business, and he must 
not represent that he is carrying on that business. Ip 
Churton v. Douglas (Johns. 174), a case which also arose 
at Bradford, it was held that John Douglas, who had 
retired from the partnership of John Douglas & Co., and 
sold his interest in the goodwill, could not set up in the 
neighbourhood of the old house in the same line of 
business and call himself John Douglas & Co. Although 
he might set up the same sort of business close to the 
old house, he was not entitled to represent his business 
at that of the old firm. The well-known case of Hookham 
v. Pottage (21 W. R. 47, L. R. 8 Ch. 91) proceeded upon 
the same ground. The defendant had been a partner in 
the firm of Hookham & Pottage, the Oxford tailors, 
which was dissolved by the court with a provision that 
the partnership business should belong to Hookham, 
The defendant was restrained from putting up his name 
at the new place of business, to which he had gone, in 
such a way as to make it appear that he was carrying on 
the old business. : 
The principle upon which the court proceeds was 
stated by the Master of the Rolls in a very trenchant 
manner in a quotation with which he began his 
judgment in Ginesi v. Cooper. ‘“‘The Lord Justice 
James has said that the command ‘ Thou shalt not steal’ 
is as much a portion of the law of the courts of equity 
as it is of courts of law.’’ Acting upon that principle 
his lordship held that a man who has sold the good. 
will of his business must not deal with his old cus- 
tomers. ‘‘A man who has sold the goodwill of his 
trade or business must not solicit the old custome 
to deal with him; but I go further, and say that he 
must not deal with the old customers. . . + + 
Can it be tolerated that men who have sold theit 
business, including the benefit of their connection, 
i: 5% can immediately after take away the bene- 
fit of that connection so sold?” Then his lo 
gives an illustration, and says, “The answer would be 
that he was stealing that which he had sold, and 
conduct more outrageous or more opposed to mor. 
or law could not well be imagined.” In the case 
to which we have just referred the Master of the 
Rolls was not called upon to decide the point a 
to restraining actual dealing with the old customers, bu 
he had an opportunity in Leggott v. Barrett (28 W.R 
962), of acting upon the opinion which he had very 
clearly expressed in the earlier case. The Court of cl 








peal, however, did not concur with this view; and it 
to our thinking, much to be regretted that they sh 
not have seen their way to upholding so ert H 
doctrine. Mr. Justice Lindley had already ch 


position that after selling a goodwill the vendor 
once set up a similar business in the immediate 


as ‘‘an extraordinary doctrine” the much oat ma 
may 


of the place where the old one was carried on. It 


be admitted that not even the Master of the Roll 
himself is more anxious than Lord Justice James 
strike at the frauds of traders. In giving judgmentia 
Leggott v. Barret the Lord Justice said that at first 
did appear to him that the court might, from 
equitable view of the case, say that the defendant shouk 
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344, ~ fopt. 11, 1880. 
ut bs motives which might subsequently lead a customer 
n a todeal with the defendant were too uncertain to enable 
of the the court to allow the wide injunction to stand. 
a not It seems to us, with deference, that the law as thus left 
with great fraud. A man who sells his goodwill has 
tated, yto incur the damages caused by one breach of his 
use of not to solicit, and the custom of the old customers 
 sellg may be effectually stolen and lawfully retained. No 
from doubt in many cases one purchase at a shop does not 
1e old make the purchaser a regular customer, but in the case 
t not under consideration the trader is practically sure of the 
, must stom if he can only get the old customers to learn the 
» In axistence of his business; and this can be done effectu- 
. arose ally by the solicitation of one purchase. It appears to 
0 had w that the only point in favour of the decision of the 
-, and Gonrt of Appeal was stated by Lord Justice Breti—that 
in. the an injunction against actually dealing with the old cus- 
ne of fomers would in effect be an injunction against the 
ough oem This is an ingenious theoretical quibble. The 
to the junction would only touch a smal] number of the 
siness The honesty of the trading community at large 
ham them all, No doubt the public benefit is of 
| upon paramount importance, but it is undoubtedly of vastly 
ner in greater moment that the frauds of traders should be 
ailors, hecked than that a limited number of persons should 
that bedeprived of the right of going to two shops instead 
cham, of being confined to one. 
name pS 
ne, in 
1g on os 
“" Geweral Correspanvence. 
5 was —_— 
chant COUNTY COURT FEES AND COSTS. 
oe [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 
ustics Sir,—I have just read the letter of a county court judge 
ir (page 827 of your invaluable publication) asto the number 
quity of cases that are taken to the Lord Mayor’s Court of Lon. 


don, Salford Court of Manchester, and Liverpool Passage 
Court and such-like courts, and I have long noticed the 
increase of business in these courts. Now, I quite agree 


eS 


of with the remark that the Legislature has provided a 
a 4 temedy for the recovery of large amounts and for very 


amounts by the proceedings in the superior courts 
nd the county courts, but I think the real reason of the 
what may be called) intermediate sums, such as sums 
m £12 and £20, not being taken into the county 
court is on account of the heavy fees which are risked in 
the county court by instituting proceedings in the 
county court for the recovery of such sums ; and again, 
the remuneration to the solicitor is more in the Lord 
os and other courts than in the county courts on 
sums, Put these two facts together and you have a 
very good reason why the business of the other courts 
for such sums increases, leaving the county courts to deal 
ith the smaller and the superior courts to deal with the 
est claims. 
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_We do complain that the remuneration in the county 
court on the sums in question is totally inadequate for 
licitors, and that the fees (which go to the court and are 
lore risked by the suitor) are exceptionally heavy. 
Make the fees less to the court on the sums in 
question and the remuneration to the solicitor higher, or, 
in fact, the same as in the other courts, and the other 
courts would be nowhere, 

I know I have hesitated, time after time, to issve 
plaints in the county court for sums between £10 and £20 
0M account of the heavy fees my client would risk. 

Were the risk our own we should not mind, but it is 
money our clients have to pay out of pocket that 
Wedo not like that they should lake 
H. F. Buoxtann, 


Horton Grange, Redland, Sept. 7. 
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Cases of the Werk. 


Company — Votuntary Liguipation — Supgrvision 
Ornper—Removat oF Liquipator.—In a case of In re 
North Buckley Colliery and Fire Brick Company (Limited), 
before the Vacation Judge on the 8th inst., a petition was 
presented for a supervision order and the removal of a 
voluntary liquidator. The company went into voluntary 
liquidation in 1876, and an action was, in , commenced 
by the liquidator against the petitioner for calls alleged 
to be due by him as a director. The action was dismissed, 
with costs, and these costs were subsequently taxed at a sum 
over £100. Applications for payment of this sum had 
been frequeatly made to the liquidator and hig solicitor 
since 1877, but without result, and it was alleged that he had 
failed to get in certain calls which he might have obtained 
from certain contributories. He had, after some time, 
sent inan account showing that he had paid his solicitor 
asuam of about £150, had retained as his remuneration a 
sum of £80, and had only left in his hands a sum of about 
£40, which he claimed as further remuneration. It was 
also alleged that the affairs of the company required inves- 
tigation, and that a sum of money would be found to be due 
from the liquidator and others as promoters. As the peti- 
tioner could not obtain payment he presented this petition. 
For the petitioner it was contended he was entitled ex 
debito justitie to a winding-up order, and that the liquida- 
tor ought to have paid him his costs in priority to any 
costs of the winding up, on the authority of In re Home 
Investment Society (L, R. 14 Ch. D. 167.) No affidavit was 
put in by the liquidator in answer to the case made against 
him, but it was argued on his behalf that time ought to 
be given him to answer the affidavits, and that, although he 
did not object to a supervision order, there was no case 
made for his removal even on the petitioner's own showing. 
Potxock, B., said that the winding up must be continued 
under a supervision order, and, although not without 
some doubt, he thonght, on the whole, the liquidator 
ought to be removed. He thought he could have answered 
the affidavits had he been so disposed, and as he had 
not done so, it was clear that he had not been acting in 
the winding up according to the usual rule of the court in 
the payments he had made, and, without desiring to 
stigmatize his conduct, he had not acted quite properly, 
Under the circumstances, the liquidator must be dis- 
charged, but he should direct the order not to be drawn 
up in case the liquidator within a fortnight paid the peti- 
tioner his debt and the costs of the petition.—Soxicrro 
Layton § Jaques. 

ComPpany—Surervision Orper—Compunsory ORDER 
—EXxEcUTION AFTER WIunpING UPp—DELAY OWING Te 
Decertion py Company.—In the case of The Mid-Cornwali 
Colliery Company (Limited), also before the Vacation Judge 
on the 8th inst., a petition was presented for a com 
order where the company had a resolution for a 
voluntary winding up, and a motion was also made by some 
judgment creditors seeking to discharge an ex parte order 
restraining them from enforcing an execution after the 
voluntary winding up. It was contended for the judgment 
creditors that they had been deceived y the tongs into 
taking no steps for some months, and, therefore, t they 
were, on the authority of Jn re Richards and Company (TL, 
R. 11 Ch. D. 676), entitled to enforce their execution. 
also submitted that the petitioner could not claim a super. 
vision order, 2s he had only asked by his petition for a compul- 
sory order. Poxtzock, B., was of opinion, notwithstanding 
that the petition only asked for a compulsory order, that the 
netitioner was entitled to ask for a supervision order, 
ne accordingly gave him. As to the motion, he was of 
opinion it failed, as there was no evidence that the creditors 
had in fact been deceived by the company, and they had not, 
therefore, been able to bring their case within the anthori:y 
of In re Richards and Company. The motion must, therefore, 
be Ts with pg a = a order now made 
would operate as an injunction, making it unnecessary to 
seottitee the previous order.—Sotrcrrors, Teylor, Hoare, ¢ 
Taylor ; Doyle & Sons ; Bmmet & Co. 


Invuncrion—Rasrrainine Usrr or Nawst—Detay— 


Rastrainina Issvs or ApvertrepuentIn & cate of 
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Hatcher v. Bali, also before the Vacation Judge on the 8th 
inst., & motion. was made to restrain the defendant from 
using the word “* Hatcher” as an addition to bis hotel, and 
from issuing an advertisement stating that his hotel was 
the only one at Dawlish having an uninterrupted sea view. 
The plaintiff's hotel has a sea view, but as to the word 
** Hatcher” it appeared that the defendant had used the 
name since 1877. The plaintiff had advertised his hotel as 
having a splendid sea view. For the plaintiff, as to the 
pov part of the motion, it was contended the case came 
within the authority of Thorley’s Cattle Food Company v. 
Massam (28 W. R. 866), and Thomas v. Williams (Ib. 983). 
Poxzock, B., said he should not define the exact amount of 
injury necessary to entitle the court to interfere in the case 
of an advertisement. As to the word ‘‘Hatcher,” it was 
clear the plaintiff was not entitled to any interim injunction, 
and as to the advertisement, he was also of opinion there 
was no case for an injunction. There could be no doubt 
that the defendant’s advertisment was untrue, and scarcely 
any hotel could be said to have an uninterrupted sea view 
from all the windows. It was a question of degree, however, 
as to what constituted an actionable injury, and, looking at 
this advertisement in a reasonable way, he was of opinion it 
did not constitute such an injury as to entitle the court to 
interfere. There was here no affirmative statement that 
the plaintiff’s hotel bad no sea view, or anything sufficient to 
bring the case within the authority of Thomas vy. Williams 
and Thorley’s Cattle Food Company v. Massam, and it was 
also clear there was no taking of a trade-name by the 
defendant, so as to bring the case within another class of 
cases, The motion must, therefore, be dismissed, with costs. 
—Souicrrors, Thomas Scott ; Coode, Kingdon, § Cotton, 





Practice — Atracument — Motion ro DiscHarck 
Derror—DiscrEetion—Deprtors Act, 1878.—In the caso 
of Sawyer v. Sawyer, also before the Vacation Judge on 
the 8th inst., an application was made to discharge a de- 
faulting trustee from prison, on the ground that there was no 
moral blame attributable to him, and that he offered to 
pay into court as large a sum as his means would allow. His 
affidavits were not met by the other side. A preliminary 
objection was taken to the motion that it ought to have been 
made to the same judge who made the order for committal, 
Pottock, B., overruled the preliminary objection, and 
held that op the trustee’s affidavits there was sufficient 
ground for releasing him, and he accordingly ordered his dis- 
charge from prison onthe terms offered,—Sottcrrors, Cooke; 
Courtenay ; Croome. 








Soucietteg. 


INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


The first meeting of this Institute at Oxford took place on 
the 7th inst. in the Divinity School. The Right Hon. 
Montague Bernard was elected president, MM. Neumann 
and Bluntschli vice-presidents, M, Rivier secretary general, 
and M. Rolin secretary. 

The following members were also present:—MM. Arntz, 
Professor at Brussels ; Clunet, of Paris (editor of the Revue de 
Droit International Privé); Lavyeleye, Professor at Ghent; 
Geesner, of Dresden; Mr. Holland, Professor at Oxford ; 
Dr. Lands, of Pampeluna; Prof. Lorimer, of Edinburgh ; 
MM. Martens, of St. Petersburg; Neumann, of Vienna; 
Pierantoni, of Rome; Rolin-Jacquemyns, Minister of the 
Interior for Belgium; Saripolos, late Professor at Athens; 
Sir Travers Twiss, Q.C.; and Mr. Westlake, Q.C. The 
following associates also attended the meeting: —Sir Sherston 

; MM. J. Clére, of Paris; Danewsky; Mr. A. V. 
Dicey ; Mr. W. E. Hall; MM. Prins, Profeesor at Brussels ; 
A. Kolin, of Ghent. 

The vacancies in the list of members were filled by the 
election as members of MM. Schulze, of Heidelberg, and 
Clunet, of Paris, who bad been hitherto associates. The 
following were clected associates:—M. Danewsky, Professor 
at Kharkofl; Mr. A. V. Dicey; MM. Griinhut, Professor at 
Vienna; Lyon Caen, Professor at Paris; Prins, Professor at 
Brussels; and Professor Teichmann, of Basle. 

The Any described the work of the several com- 
missions doring the year, and concluded by enumerating the 





—— 
great names—Bracton, Albericus Gentilis, Blackstone, and 
Eldon—connected with Oxford and the science of juris. 
prudence. A 

M. Moyrnter gave a resume of the statistics of the society, 
and an obituary notice of M. Heffter was read. 

The meeting then proceeded to discuss the report of the 
committee on the * Conflit des Lois de Droit Civil,” the first 
article being that “the stranger, whatever his religion of 
nationality, shall enjoy the same civil rights as the native,” 
save in certain excepted cases. 

M. Neumann stated that this was the case in Austria, pro. 
vided there was reciprocity. 

A discussion followed on the meaning of the term “ civil,” 
but the article was accepted as it stood after a long dis 
cussion, in which MM. JacquemyNs and PIeRANToN: and 
Professor Hotuanp took part, 

M. Arnrz then moved Article 2: ‘* That a legitimate 
child shonld have the nationality of its fathers an illegiti. 
mate child that of its putative father; or, failing an 
admitted parentage, of the mother; and the child of un. 
known parents shall be a citizen of the country in which it 
is born, or inthat in which it is found, when the place of 
its nativity is unknown.” 

M. Martens, while agreeing in the principle of the last 
clause, argued that the wording was unsuitable, and on hig 
motion part of the proposal was remitted to the Commission 
for revision. 

Professor Buuntscu11 remarked that the territorial prin. 
ciple as determining nationality was that of the middle 
ages ; the national principle was the modern and the more 
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A discussion followed on the nationality of illegitimate 
children and of foundlings, in which MM, Robin, WEsTLaxg, 
Sir Travers Twiss, MM, Sarrrotos, MarTens, and others 
took part, and the article was carried. 

The meeting proceeded to discass the proposal that legal 
status and legal capacity should be regulated by the laws 
of the State to which a person belongs by his nationality, 
or by the laws of the place of his original domicile in cases 
where different legislations co-exist in the same State 
When a person has no known nationality his status to be 
regulated by the laws of his place of domicile. 

Mr. WesTLAKE preferred the last instead of the original 
domicile, and M. Clunet and Mr. Dicey agreed with him ia 
principle. 

Mr. Dicey suggested substitution of ‘‘ actual domicile,” 
pointing out that a comparatively large number of 
never think of registering or legalising their domicile, and 
insisting on the impossibility frequently of discovering 
original domicile, 

The discussion was resumed in the afternoon, when Mr. 
WESTLAKE stated that, in view of the difficulties connected 
with the subject in Great Britain, he hoped to see 
an Act for the compulsory registration of change of domi 
cile, 

M. Ciunert urged that it was sufficient to say thats 
person’s status was governed by the law of his nationality: . 

M. Anntz agreed with M. Clunet in principle. 

The first part of the article was carried unanimously. 

As to the second part, it was proposed and carried to omit 
the word “ original,” and an amendment of M. Prerantost 
was substituted for the article as it stood, to the effect that in 
cases where different legislations co-exist in the same 
(as in Great Britain) the status should be determined 
accordance with the law as interpreted by the courts of that 
country. 

As regards the case of unknown nationality, it was carried 
that status should be determined by domicile, M, Buunrsvmid 
remarking that, while descent was the primary principle, 
domicile came in asa subsidiary principle, 

M. Pirrawront thought it unnecessary to contemplate such 
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cases, 

M. Ciuner thought them frequent and important. He 
suggested at the same time cases in which one nationality had 
been renounced, and no other aequired, and whenthere w# 
at the same time no domicile. : 

M. Buuntscuii, however, said that nationality could 
not be renounced, except on the acquisition of anothe 
nationality. ‘ ae 

On Wi ay morning the meeting was occupied in dix 
cussing an article laying down that suecessions should 
re by the laws of the State to whioh the dec 
belonged, and another to the effect that “in no case will 
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sof a State have effect in the territory of another State, 
sy are in opposition to the public right or the public 
of that State.” As to this, a discussion arose as to 












oviety, “ghat were questions de l’ordre public. 

aa MM Cxuner gave as an illustration the disposition of landed 

@ first Travers Twiss maintained that this was not so in 

ion or Fogland, but that, nevertheless, English courts would not 

ative,” consent to allow foreign law to intervene in the administra- 
tion of succession in landed estates. ‘This term was, there- 

ay PI0- fore, oe by him, as also by Professor Holland. 

M. NEvMANN suggested the substitution of droit intéricur 
civil,” for droit public, but this was rejected almost unanimously, 
1B dis. as.also the proposal to suppress the term droit public, 

I and In the afternoon the meeting discussed topics connected 
with the conflict of penal laws. 
timate , 
legiti- i 
rg 
of uns 
chit Appotuturents, Etec. 
ace PRES 
be ae Mr. CuristopHeR Wititam Atperson, solicitor, of 
° his Eckington, has been cuore Clerk to the Magistrates for 
vial the Eckington, Dronsfield, and Hemsworth Divisions. Mr. 
7 was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is in partuer- 
| prin. ship ping William Dust, the clerk to the Eckington 
! rd. 
~ Mr. Jounn Bripee Asrinatt, Q.C., who has been ap- 
a Commissioner to inquire into the existence of 
timate corrupt practices in the City of Gloucester, was called to the 
TLAKE, ber at the Middle Temple in Michaelmes Term, 1841, and 
others isa member of the Northern Circuit. He became a Queen’s 
Coonsel in 1864, and is a bencher of the Middle Temple, 
t legal a = Panes gy and Attorney-General for the County 
» laws ine of Durham. 
nality, Mr, Grorce BoybeEtt, solicitor and proctor (of the firm 
n cases ofBoydell, Taylor, & Fluitt), of Chester and Flint, has been 
State. inted Registrar of the Mold and Flint County Courts 
+ to be (eireuit No. 29). Mr. Boydell was admitted a solicitor in 
1845, and is clerk to the magistrates and the Commissioners 
riginal of Taxes for the Eastern Division of the Hundred of Broxton. 
him in He isin partnership with Mr. Taylor, town clerk and clerk to 
4 re heed for the borough of Flint, and with Mr. Arthur 
ci luitt. 
an Mr. Lewis Wiit1am Cave, Q.C., who has been appointed 
& a Commissioner to inquire into the existence of corrupt 
ering pecs in the City of Oxford, was formerly scholar of 
in College, Oxford, where he graduated second class in 
en Mr. litera Humaniores in 1856. He was called to the bar at the 
neoted Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1859, and he is a member of 
paseed the South-Eastern Circuit. Mr, Cave became a Queen’s 
" domie Counsel in 1875, and is recorder of the city of Lincoln, 
chal and a bencher of the Inner Temple, 
ality. Mr. Antuur Joun Hammonp Cottins, Q.C., who has 
been appointed a Commissioner to inquire into the existence 
sly. of corrupt practices in the City of Chester, was called to the 


“ bar at ’seinn in a Term, 1860, and is a member 
ton of the Western Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 
1877, and he is a bencher of Gray’s-inn. 


0 Mr, Atrrep Tristram Lawrence, barrister, who has 










ned been appointed a Commissioner to inquire into the existence 
f that of corrupt practices in the City of Chestor, was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1869, and 
carried practises on the Oxford Circuit. 
TSUBA Mr. Witt1am Roperr MoConnetn, barrister, who has 
nciple, appointed a Commissioner to inquire into the existence 
-— of corrupt ag oa in the City of Gloucester, was called to 
8 the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1862, and is a 
ie Member of the Northern Circuit. 
ty had Mr. Ouantes Wiit1am Paumen, solicitor, of Cambridge, 


beon elected (without opposition) to be Coroner for 
hire, in succession to his partner, the late Mr, 

Barlow, Mr. Palmer is also clerk to the Cam- 
Improvement Commissioners and to the county 

He was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and is in 
with Mr. John Bonnett, the clerk to the Harston 
+ Witxtam Atves Rares, barrister, who has boon 
tated a Commissioner to inquire into the oxistence of 








corrupt practices in the City of Chester, was educated at Orie 
College, Oxford, where he graduated third class in law and 
modern hi in 1868. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1870. 


Mr. Epwarp Rwtey, barrister, who has been appointed a 
Commissioner to inquire into the existence of corrupt 
Fong mae in the City of Oxford, is the second son of the late 

ir Matthew White Ridley, baronet, and was born in 1843. 
He was educated at Harrow, and was formerly scholar of 
Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where he graduated first class 
in Litere Humaniores in 1866. He is a fellow of All Saints’ 
College, and was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Trinity Term, 1868, Mr. Ridley practises on the North- 
Eastern Circuit, and was M.P. for South Northumberland 
in so Conservative interest from April, 1878, till April, 
1880. 


Mr. Jouy VERNON, solicitor, of 2, Moorgate-street, E.C., 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 








Conrpanies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock ComMPaNIEs. 


Liirep in CHANCERY. 


Cnarke anpD Comtrany, Lutrep.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Sept 1, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge, on 
Sept 22. Rogers and Chave, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Direct Fish Suprry Association, Limrtep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Sept 2, directed to be heard before the Vacation 
Judge, on Sept 15. Christmas, Walbrook, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner 

Lanp AND Frinancz Corporation, Lrurrep.—Baron Pollock has 
fixed Sept 15 at 12, at Staple inn, Holborn, for the appointment of 
an official liquidator 

RocupaLe Parger Manvuracturine Company, Lrurrep.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Au , di to be heard before 
Baron Pollock, on Sept 15. Johnson and Weatheralls, King’s 
Bench walk, Temple, agents for Needham and Co, Manchester, 


solicitors for the petitioner 
(Gazette, Sept. 7.] 


County PALatIxne or LANCASTER. 

Loyertpce MAnvuractvrrne Company, Li«rrep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Aug 31, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Little, at the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, Oct 21, 
Ascroft, Preston, solicitors for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Sept. 3. 








Leqislatian of the MWteek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
SEPT. 2.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Assaults on Young Persons. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Savings Banks (No. 1), Merchant Shipping (Carriage 

of Grain), Ground Game, 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Expiring Laws Conotinuance. 
SEPT, 3—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Expiring Laws Continuance. 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Assaults on Young Persons, 


SEPT. 4.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Bxpiring Laws Continuance. 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 


SEPT 6.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) (also passed througt: 


other stages). 
SEPT, 7.—ROYAL ASSENT, 

The Royal assent was given by Commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills:—Consolidated Fand (A » Post. 
Office Money Orders, Debtors (Beotiand Wild Birds Pro- 
tection, County Court Jurisdiction in Lanacy Sout 
Savings Banks, Merchant Shipping (Carriage 
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Ground Game, Criminal Law Amendment, Irish Loan, 
Expiring Laws Continuance, Emplogers’ Liability, Uviver- 
sities and College Estates Amendment, Censue, Census 
(Scotland), Burial Laws Amendment, Drairage and Im- 
provement of Lands (Supplemental) (Ireland), Education 
Department Provisional Order Confirmation (London), 
Malkear Drainage District, Liverpool Corporation, Not- 
tingham Corporation Loans, Cathcart District Railway, 
Clara and Banagher Railway, Ennis and West Clare Rail- 
way, and Lord Plunket’s Indemnity. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
SEPT. 2.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Approptiation. 
BILI, IN COMMITTEE. 
Censts (also read a third time). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Expiring Laws Continuance, Universities and College 
Estates Act Amendment, 
SEPT. 3.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Consolidated Fand (Appropriation). 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 
Leases. 





New GOrVers, Ete. 


TRADE-MARKS (SWITZERLAND). 


A dispatch has been received through the Foreign Office 
from her Majesty’s Minister at. Berne, containing copies of 
the trade-marks deposited at the Federal Bureau between 
the let of May and the 3lst of July last for subsequent 
registration in Switzerland. It is very important that 
persons using trade-marks in Switzerland should inspect 
the official publication containing a transcript of the trade- 
marks applied for, as the period for lodging objections 
to the registration of these marks terminates on the 30th 
of the present month. The publication can be seen at 
the Trade-Marks Registry Office, 25, Southe mpton-build- 
ings, Chancery-lane, between the honrs of ten and four. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Witt1aMm, Stocksfield on Tyne, Northumberland, Joiner. 
Mather and Co, Newcastle upon Tye cin 
ep . 


ARKLE, 
Nov 1. 

Aspinatt, Saran, Rock Ferry, Chester. 
Coleman, Liverpool : 

Arxinson, SamveL, Heckmondwike, York, Chemist. Sept20. Sykes, 
Heckmondwike 5 

— Susannan, Dorchester. Sept 20. Aldridge and Aldridge, 

‘oole 
Baxter, Ricwaxp, Leinster gardens. Sept 20. Carlyon and Son, 


ce) 
Berrymay, Joun Pensertuy, Saint Austell, Cornwall, Surgeon. 
Sept 29. Coode and Co, St Austell 
But, Frepericxk Aveaustus Humpurey, Dinton, Buckingham, 
Land Agent. Oct 30. Fell, Aylesbury 
Burpztt, Sir Rozert, Foremark, Derby, a Retired Colonel in H.M.’s 
Army. Sept 30. Farrer and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Burton and 


CARLISLE, BENJAMIN, Hartlepool, Greengrocer. Sept 20. Todd, 
Hartlepool 
CHADWELL, Tuomas, Peterborough, Printer, Sept 18. Percival 


and Son, Peterborough 
Crarx, Wrii1am, Leeds, Coachmaker. Oct 10. Simpson and Bur. 
rell, Leeds 


Epis, Rozert, Upper Norwood, Esq. Sept 25. May, Russell sq 
CrircnEtt, Ann, Dowry parade, Bristol. Sept 30 Jacques, Bristol 
FrrzGeraLp, Caries Ronert, York st, Portman sq, Esq. Oct 6. 
Barnes Bernerd, Finsbury circus 
Fisuz, Marcarrt Cautriznp, Ventnor, Isleof Wight. Sept 29. 
Gasaanis, Jom, Bledktord, Southaz: 
ABBALAS, JOHN, 01 out! ton, Gent. Septl. Sha 
Die plon, P EPs 
bar Witi1aM Hatt, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. Sept 4. Rat- 
cliffe, Ry 
Hanerzaves, THomas, St, Annes on the Sea, Lancaster, Gent. 
20 Presto’ 


Sept 20. mn 
Hagen, Avra, Walsall, Stafford. Decl. Wilkinson and Gillespie, 


Hist, Hexey, Pimlico rd, Pimlico, Journeyman Baker, Sept 22. 
Mills’and Co, ‘Brunswick pl, a - 
Josias, Birmingham, leweller, Sept 29, Pointon, Bir- 


SoLzictrors JovuRNAL. 








‘ ‘ r eae wt pane nas a a a 

Jounson, Tuomas, Gray’s inn road, Tailor, Sept 29, Flux 
Leadbitter, Leadenhall st i 

Jonzs, Grace, Pendlebury, nr Manchester.. Oct 1. Slater ang 
Co, Manchester is 

Keti, Witt1aM Gers, Brighton, Esq. Oct 2. Bedford ang 
Monier- Williams, Bucklersbury ’ ‘ 

Keniston, SAMUEL Hauer, Goswell rd, Islington, Draper. Noy%, 
Cattell, Great James st, Bedford row 

LawreEncr, Rosert, Waltham St. Lawrence, Berks, Builder, Sept 
ll. Cave, Bracknell 2 

Lewis, Txomas Honar, Carmarthen, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 
Sept 29. George, Newcastle Emlyn z 

Moreany, Wit11aM, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Saddler. Oct.l. Jeli, 
coe, Swansea. — 

Parker, Joun, Giggleswick, Morecambe, Lancaster, Gent. Oct 25, 
Hartley, Settle ; 

Srurceon, Wit11aM, Galway st, City rd, Gent. Sept22. Millsang 
Co, Brunswick pl, City rd 

Son, Isaac, Mansell st, Whitechapel, Gent. Sept 25. Harris and 
Godwin, Moorgate st 

Spriac, Exten, Aylestone, Leicester. Oct 18. Haxby, Leicester, 

Tuomas, Joun Leominster, Gent. Sept 30, Burrup and Coren, 
Gloucester 

Warpett, Wit1iAm, Birmingham, Tallow Chandler. Aug $j, 
Sargent and Son, Birmingham 

Worttty, Joun, Durham, Chemist. Sept26. Wortley, Framwell. 
gate, Durham 

Young, Janz, Markham st, Chelsea, Sept 27. Flux and Lead. 
bitter, Leadenhall st ' 

(Gazette, August ‘ 
Brapon, Sir Cxecr, K.C.8.L, Clement’s lane. Oct 4. 


and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
BrakBank, ExizaBetH, The Retreat, York, Sept 27, Foster and Son, 


Liverpool 

Bznnett, Joun, Exeter, _ Nov 30. Roberts, Exeter 

5 > omens Benniworth, Lincoln, Farmer. Oct 19. Bell, 

BRavuey, Francis, Upper st, Islington, Builder. Sept 17. Parkers, 
Bedford row 

ey Joun, Warwby, Lincoln, Gent. Nov 6. Freer and 0, 

es 

Dawson, Evizaseru, Sept 21. Eldridge and 
Stevenson, Hull . 

Duncan, Rosert, Liverpool, Merchant. Oct 10. Duncan, Liver 


pool ‘ 

Ex.is, Joun, Harper’s Hall, Pembroke, Gent. Oct 2. Lock, ea | 

ELLwoop, WritL1aM, Thorpe, Westmoreland, Yeoman. Oct 
Arnison, Penrith 

Guest, Joun, Rotherham, York, Gent. Sept 20. Oxley and Coward, 

wn Charlton Kin at Gent. Oct 1, Gabb, 
AWKES, W1vtrAM, Charlton Ki Gloucester, tt. a 4 
Cheltenham di : 

Lever, Hannan, Bury, Lancaster. Oct 1, Grundy and Co, Bury 

Maszr, Francis, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor. Sept 30. England 
and Co, oo a 1. x : 

Mit1aGe, Joun, Russell court, Strand, Carpenter. Oct'1. Nicholls, 
Lincoln’s inn fields r i 

Mossiey, Witt1aM, Cumberland terrace, Regent’s Park, Archites 
Oct 1. Wodehouse, Gray’s inn sq E: 

Naeiz, James Gwyn, Sydney, New South Wales, Purser. Marl, 
Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch bldgs 

Natson, Joseru, Ossulton st, St Pancras, Gent. Oct 1: Hill and 
Dickinson, Liverpool 

Raat <t/d Hype, Brighton, Gent, Sept 30. Page, Underwooi, 

umbles . 

Pursps, James Kingston, Margate, Kent, Gent. Oct 30, Cuff, 
Martin’s lane 

Preer, EvizangtH, Cambridge, Oct1. Fenn, Newmarket 

Poysrr, Txomas, Mugginton, Derby, Farmer. Sept17. Fisherand 
Co, Ashby-de-la-Zouche 

sat gs Katugring, Bury, Lancaster. Oct 1. Grundy and 00, 

jury 
—— Joun, Rochdale, Lancaster, Gent. Oct1: Grundy ani 


Co, Bury 

Stamp, Auice Brapiry, Nottingham. Sept 29. Acton, Nottingham 

Taytor, Atyrep Wini1aM, Stoke Newington rd, Grocer. Sept 2. 
Parkes, Queen Victoria st 

Taxtor, Ricnarp, Newark upon Trent, Butcher. Oct 11. Prattand 
Hodgkinsons, Newark upon Trent 

TEMPERLY, THOMAS Cram, Gateshead, Durham, Commission Agent, 
Novl. Temperly, Gladstone terrace, Gateshead. 

TABRNDRE, Epwiy, Sydenham, Kent, Esq. Oct 1. Stevens ands, 

e 

WHEEtae, Grabek, Malvern Link, Worcester. Oct 1. Stroud, Cheb 

ten! 


m 

Water, Mary, Southsea. Sept 29. Reed, Portssa 4 

Woops, Joszru, Preston, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Sept 
24, Houghton and Myres, Preston 

[ Gazette. Aug. 24.) 


Arxinson, Gzorex, Surgeon Major in the Army Medical 
ment, in H.M.’s Service. Sept 20. Hardman and Sons, Dublin ~ 

Arruzy, THomas, Gosforth, Northumberland, Grocer. Nov 1. Clay- 
ton and Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne ig 

Bunpvy, Ricuarp, jun, Seymour st, Euston sq, Oilman. Oct 3. 
Munns and Longden, Old Jewry 

Bearenwanen, Josxen, Nottingham, Hsq. Oct 30, Watson and 


adsworth, Nottingham 
——_ 
Crarxt, Wivt1amM Rosurr, Wymondham, Norfolk, Esq. Oct 


SES Gee oficse3 sf piv cts 


Hornsea, York, 


piged e5 efee sFedyiee vaeieF ek zaeee 


EEEe 













Brant, James, Kennington Park rd, Auctioneer, Oct 1, 
Kenni Park rd 
Whites and Co, W; 


Cuaverine, Joun, Durham, Esq, Nov 1. Waistell, No 
eee any "Ivybridge, Doves, Haulier, Sept 30. 


Cuanty, Caruantxy Lovis, Bryanston st. Sept.25. Abbott, 
inn, s . 
Daxwent WiLiM, Granary Keeper. 

29. Arckoll and Cockell, Tooley sh, Boutkwark gs 


il alae: 
eye 






, 
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Fl az -. s Chi ; 
ux ysawooD, Henry, Chipping Norton, Oxford, Ironmonger. Oct } question of criminal law codification will be fully recognized. 
4 w. ~ ar mana ping Norton —Believe me, yours faithfully, Henry James.” 













villas, Champion Hill, Lieutenant in 
~#LM.’s 8th mt of Hussars. Oct 20. Carter, Austin Friars 
fins, CatuzRine, Stockport, Chester. Sept 20. Newton, Stock- 


og parodia Fawler, Oxford, Farmer, Sept29, Wilkins, 

‘orton 

' » Raurx, Tunstall, Stafford, Common Brewer. Sept 13, 
Tunstall 


; LUM, GEORGE Donaup, Claverton st, Pimlico, Esq. Oct 14, 
; hitehall pl 


ace 
. Ny WILLIAM, ng Northumberland, Gardener. Oct 16, 
Oct 25, ; , Bondgate Without, Alnwick 
d Nip, Toomas Henry Wetiineron, Holmes Chapel Chester, 


Oct 24. Parker and Stocks, Manchester 
Piesr, Right Hon. Lory Grorcr Avavustus Frepericx, K.C.B. 
Y Mayfair. Oct 4. Lowe, Temple gardens, Temple 
Pixgy, Ex1zasetu Saran, Bryngola, Holyhead, Anglesey. Oct 15. 
Bangor 





icester, : 
i Coren, . on eae) Plymouth, Esq. Oct 4. Francis and Co, New- 
Aug 31, DAMORE, CATHERINE JANE, South Devon place, Plymouth. Oct 
ull is Bulteel and Rowe, Plymouth oy Niger S 
AMORE, WILLIAM James, Plymouth, Captain in the Ro 
Navy. Oct6. Bulteel and Rowe, Plymouth ape 
id Lead. Sura, Ann, Hopwood, Lancaster. Oct 1. Grundy and Co, Bury 
wie Toons, James, Haslington, Chester. Yeoman. Sept 15. Cooke, 
Tock te presen, Bastard, Plymouth, Ironmonger. Sept 30. 
lymou' 
aud Son, Wixinsox, Henny, Hanwell Lunatic Asylum, Gent. Sept 23. 
al _ hed wr a —— st 
nt, JOHN Grant, Southampton, Presbyterian Minister. A 
. Bell, il. Wright, Forrestfield, Kel r " ra 
Parkers, [ Gazette, August 27.] 
and (o, Borzow, Henry, Truro, Gent. Sept 30. Smith and Paul 
Covipexy, Witt1am Lovetacr, Bromley, Kent, Gent. Sept 29. 
ige and Bristow and Shepherd, Cannon st 
Ditton, Euizanetx Haywoop, Dempsey st, Mile end. Sept 29. 
1) Liver: Pearce and Sons, Giltspur st 
Duson, Amproszk Berry, Ilford, Stratford, Timber Merchant. 
7 Tey Oct 19. Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch blidgs. 
Oct Dr, Joun, Stoke-upon-Trent, Marble Merchant, Sept 29, Slaney 
and "5 ae nies eg in oa 
1 ARAH ResrEtro, Avenue de la Grande Armee, Paris. Sept 
owe, $l, Emanuel and Simmons, Finsbury circus paupehias: 
. Gabb; > oe Wii11aM, Arlington rd, Surbiton. Sept 29. Potter, 
Bury Horsrorv, Dame ELtzaserH Mantra, Delamere te Padding- 
ingland i, Sept 30. "Poole, South Petherton yer egety + 
REY, GEORGE FRANCIs, ey et, South 4 " 5. 
licholls, Drce and Co, Billiter sq ee es 
f Lows, aged! Elton, Overlooker ina Paper Mill. Oct1. Grundy 
rchiteot, jury 
wk te -speaea Hereford, Farmer. Sept 18. Masefield and Sons, 
Pingzon, Henry Cuarx, Fitzroy rd, Regent’s park, Artist. Sept 
Hill and i Frencisand Johnson, AustinFriars 
i » ~S Sheffield, Corn Miller. Oct 16, Vickers and Son 
Cuff, 8 . Pa Queen st, Soho, Printer. Oct14. Sheirs, Bur- 
: Stsvexs, Honorra, Buckland, Dover. Sept 29. Mowl, Dover. 
sher and Warrrnory, Joun, Featherstone bldgs, High Holborn, Jeweller. 
ast ww = ae » St. ) ssa Churchyard 
LIAMS, CHARLES, ranbrook, Kent, Carrier. Sept 29. 
Ne Philpott and Wood, Cranbrook 5: stage ‘ 
ndy [ Gazette, Aug 31. 
ingen 
Sept 2. 
ratt and 
Ages Hegal News. 
and Co, On Wednesday the Corporation of Canterbury held a 
1, Chik en nenting for the pape of appointing a coroner for 
lat city in the room of Mr, Thomas Thorpe de Lasaux, 
ia solicitor, who recently resigned the office, after having held 
. it for half a century. The choice of the corporation fell 
upon Mr. Johnson, “Mr. de Lasaux, although he has given 
















up bis appointment ia connection with Canterbury, still 
retains the office in respect of the county, which position he 
has occupied for about sixty years. 
On the last day of Parliament notice was given of a ques- 
tion to the Attorney-General as to the intentions of the 
yarnment with respect to the introduction next session 
of the Criminal Code Bill. The following letter has been 
Teeeived from the Attorney-General: “ Dear Sir,—I observed 
y that you gave me notice of a question in relation 
the bringing forward of the Criminsl Code. As I believe 
Juwill have no opportunity of putting the question, I beg to 
worm you t wh prety Pape gee the Goveromen t have 
p ottiag ‘eaten of Parlaineot, Bat ou maybe 
that the importance of dealing, if le, with the 


K 





The Scotsman announces the death of Mr. J. Cockburn 
Christie, W.S., Deputy-Keeper of the Records in the 
Register House, Edinburgh. After becoming, in 1838, 4 
member of the Society of Writers to the Signet, A 
Christie acted for a number of years as olerk to Lord 
Ivory, in which post he remained so long as his lordship 
continued on the bench. When his services were no longer 
required in this capacity, he was offered an appointment 
on the searching staff in the Register House, which he ac- 
cepted, thus entering on a connection with this public 
establishment which lasted till his death. A few years 
afier thus obtaining a footing in the office, he was, on the 
resignation of the late Mr, G. R. Kinloch, in the year 1868 
promoted to the keepership of the Register of Deeds. Five 
years later, when the post of Deputy-keeper of Records 
became vacant, he received that appointment, and this 
office he held down to the time of his death, 


A correspondent of the Z%mes writes to say ‘‘ that, entering 
a literary work of any sort at Stationers’-hall is a complete 
farce, and confers no rights that the proprietor does not 
possess from the simple fact of publication; but in case a 
copyright is infringed the form of enteriag the book at the 
hall has to be gone through before an injunction can be 
granted against the infringer. As an illustration of the 
practical inutility of the Stationers’-hall Registry I may 
refer to the evidence of Mr. William Longman before the 
Commission on Copyright which sat s few years back, 
when he stated that of so little practical importance was 
Stationers’-hall to the trade that not two per cent. of the 
books that were published by his firm were ever entered 
there. It may be gathered from this of what little import- 
ance the registers at Stationers’-hall are to those who consult 
them for purposes such as your correspondent mentions, I 
have acted as an agent for many years in entering at Sta- 
tioners’-hall, and have paid at least £1,000 in fees, nearly 
every penny of which has been utterly wasted, so far as any 
practical end bas been served.” 


Mr. F. T. Hall, writing to the Zimes on the cost of liti- 
gation, says the root of the evil “ which is so exuberant in its 
growth, and which underlies the whole difficulty, is the law 
of evidence as it now exists. It is well known ia our branch 
of the profession that the expense which weighs heaviest on 
the litigant is that of the attendance of witnesses. Persons 
of all classes and occupations, and from all. parts of the 
country, have to be collected in readiness for the trial. The 
trial itself may last only an hour, but the witnesses must be 
ready often many days together in waiting, Counsel and 
solicitors are averse trom ruoning any risks, and often advise 
the attendance of many witnesses who turn out to be un- 
necessary, for, a8 a rule, if everything be not ready at the 
moment the cause is called on there is no postponement. In 
former days causes were tried and witnesses examined on 
much stricter lines than they are now. Of late years cross- 
examination ‘‘to the credit of a witness” has become an 
insidious cause of the protraction of trials. It has 
always been a rule in England not to admit secondary evi- 
dence of any fact if primary evidence can be obtained. The 
attendance of witnesses and the preparation of briefs 
for counsel and the fees of the latter are all regulated 
by these exigencies of the law of evidence, There appear 
to be two remedies for this evil :—(1) A return to theeld 
system of winnowing out each case by a process of i 
and extracting out one or two precise questions of fact 
which will constitute the issues to be tried, and to confine 
the evidence strictly to those questions ; or (2) to relax the 
law of evidence and to permit the judges and juries 
to consider documents and other matters of e 
although not constituting primary evidence; and to 
modify the practice of the courts so as to allow of trials 
being postponed for such further evidence on controverted 
points as the judge may think necessary. The first alterna- 
tive’ remedy would no doubt be a retrograde movement, 
although probably an improvement on the present state of 
things. 1 believe that the second remedy is the only one 
that could be successfully applied. I have had much expe- 
rience in French litigation, where this system is adopted, 
and, on the whole, I think justice is thereby 
prmgaiotaly an hy. ovr secs sore elansrtie Sa 8 

ure, 







roced) n the vast majority of the. 
jue upon which there is any substantial conflict of 
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are very few. It is with us a prevailing practice for a 
litigant to deny all the factsall by his opponent, and to 
put him to procf of them. uch a denial, tending as 
it does to maintain the volume of a case, ought to be 
punished by deprivation or infliction of costs. Litigants 
would then soon learn only to catry into court the 
real question at issue, and not a mass of irrelevant 
matter; but as long as the fundamental principle of 
the law of evidence remains as it is, I am convinced 
there can be no relief to the suitor on the score of the cost 
of litigation.” 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
September 9, 1880. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 974 xd Annuitias, April, ’85, 9 

Ditto for Account, 974 xd Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Bo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 955 Ex Bills, #1000, 24 perCt.2 pm 
New 3 per Cont., 96 Ditto, £500, Do, 2 pm 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 2 pm 

Do. 24 perCant., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 277} 
Anunitics Jan °80 Ditte for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SHCURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., 5perC., July,’80, 104 ; Enf.Pr.5§ per Cont., May, 81 
Dittofor Account — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent 
Ditto 4 pt Goat, Oct. °88, 1025 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cont., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,¢ per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1008 
3nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid. Closing Price 





Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western .., soeeee 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scoscscccccesseees 
Great Northern ove 

Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Irel.nd 
Great Western—Original ° 
Lancashire and Yorkshire .... 
London, Brighton, and South 
London, Chatham,and Dover . 
London and North-Western , 
London and South Western .... 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 


tan 
Do., District 

Midland 

North British 


North Easter 
et Santon - 






































North 
South Devon 
South-E. 


134} 








Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock, 
Stock! 
Stock. 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock: 
Stock: 
Stock; 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Btook 
Stock! 
Btock| 
Stock! 





* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


— 
ee 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


MARRIAGES, 

Bumweman—D aviss.—-On September 2, at St. George’s, Han- 
over-equare, — Bridgman, solicitor, Chester, to Jane, 
widow of the late J. D. Weaver, surgeon, Chester. 

Deas—Cunistiz-THomson.—On mber 6, at Edinburgh, 
Adam Deas, of Dunse, N.B., solicitor, to Janet, daughter of 
the late Alexander Christie- Thomson, of Grueldykes, Ber- 


Gotrirki—Martin.—On August 26, at the church of Sta, 
ee, —— del Popolo, and at the ot Office, mang mma hee 
rancesco Golfieri, barrister-at-law, to Adelina, daughter 

C. Martin, of London. 

Pace — Guantuam.—On Sept. 2, at Hythe, Kent, Ernest 
Page, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to Ethel Grace, 

of Colonel Grantham, late 89th ment. 

Temrany—Patmen.—On 2, at B , Thomas Wil- 
liam T. y, solicitor, of Bedford-row, to Anne, daughter 

of J. R. Palmer, of Grove-road, Highgate. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripar, Sept. 3, 1880, 
' Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Baveas, Paul Caralamfos, Wilton rd, Westminster, Hotel Keeper, 


Pet Aug 31. Murray. Sept 14 at12 
Buckle, Richard, Walworth rd. Pet Sept 1. Murray. Sept léai 


Dixon, James William, Hanover st, Hanover sq, Patent Medicine 
Vendor. Pet Sept1. Murray. Sept 16 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Carter, William Robert, Brettenham villas, Edmonton. Pet Aug 9, 
Gough. Edmonton, Sept 16 at 12 

Craven, Franklin Howard, Pudsey, York, Stuff Manufacturer, Pg 
Aug 30. Lee. Bradford, Sept 14 at 12.30 

Craven, Phinehas, Pudsey, York, Stuff Manufacturer. Pet Aug 2, 
Lee. Bradford, Sept 14 at 12 

Cubitt, Robert John, Heigham, Norwich, of no occupation. Pe 
Aug 28. Cooke. Norwich, Sept 24 at 12 

Esher, William, Attercliffe. nr Sheffield, Pork Butcher. Pet Ang 

1. Rodgers. Sheffield, Sept 14 at 11 

Lambart, Hon. Oliver George, Southend, Essex. Pet Aug 24, 
Gepp. Chelmsford, Sept 10 at 11 

Marsden, William John, Sheffield, Architect. PetSept1l. Rodgors, 
Sheffield, Sept 14 at 11.30 

Richards, James, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Aug $l, 
Jones. Neath, Sept 15 at 12 

Seldon, John, Barnstaple, Devon, Dairyman. Pet Aug 28, Ben 
craft. Barnstaple, Sept 14 at 2 

Thompson, George, Salisbury, Wilts, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 26. Wil 
son. Salisbury, Sept 16 at 11 

Winslow, O » Silverstone, Devon, Gent. Pet Aug 18, 

Daw. Exeter, Sept 16 at 11 


TvEspAy, Sept. 7, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 


To Surrender in London, 
Bird. Alfred, Hornsey rd, Grocer. Pet Sept3. Murray. Sept2lab 
1 


1 
Prebble, William, Rifle st, Poplar, Builder. Pet Sept 2. Murray, 
Sept 17 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brooke, John Clapham, Hook, Southampton, Bank Clerk. Pet Aug 
30. Godwin. Winchester, Sept 27 at 3 
Pet Sept 2. Jackson. Han 


Pot Sept 3, 


Davies, Thomas, Hanley, Beerseller. 
ley, Sept 20 at 11 

Greggery, Robert, Braunton, Devon, Wine Merchant, 
Bencraft. Barnstaple, Sept 20 at 12 

Hall, Clement, West Knoyle, Farmer. Pet Sept 3. Wilson. Salix 
bury, Sept 20 at 2 

Robinson, John, Macclesfield, Silk Manufacturer. Pet Sept & 
Mair. Macclesfield, Sept 22 at 3.30 

Robinson, Ralph, Macclesfield, Silk Manufacturer. Pet Sept 4 

air. Macclesfield, Sept 22 at 4 

Smethurst, John, Glodwick, Oldham, Planer. Pot Septl, Twoe 

dale. Oldham, Sept 20 at 11 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, Sept. 3, 1880, 

Agelasto, John Michael, Demetrius Augustus Galattl, Litcy Stantall 
Frangopulo, Nicholas Stamati Frangopulo, Jamos Stamati Fran 
gopulo, and George Stamati ‘opulo, Great Winchester 
st buildings, Merchants. Sept 30 at 2at offices of Cooper and 004 
George st, Mansion House. Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Allen, Stephen, Bristol, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept21 at 11 at offices 
of Ward, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Appleby, Enoch, Willenhall, Stafford, Lock Maker. Sopt 17 atil 
at offices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Ashworth, Peter, Hollinwood, Lancaster, Plumber. Sept 22 ab 
at offices of Whitaker, St Peter st, Oldham 

Badcock, Peter Harry, Derby, Tailor. Sept 21 ab 8 at offices of 
Flint, Full st, Derby 

Bailey, Francis, Leicester, Commission Agent, Sopt 14 at 3 at offiee 
of Smart, Silver st, Leicester 

Baker, Arthur, Horsham, Sussex, Builder. Sept 17 at 4 at Crown 
Hotel, Horsham. Cotching, Horsham : 

Berkshire, George Nathaniel, High st, Stratford, Firework Man 
facturer. Sept 13 at11 at Unicorn Tavern, Vivian road, Roms 
roml, Hicks, Victoria Park rd 4 

Bradshaw, David, Caddington, Bedford, Farmer, Sept 13 at 1030 
at Red Lion Inn, Luton, Neve, Luton 

, Farmer, Sept 16 at 3 at CO 

Flould, Exeter 


Brewer, William, Heavitree, Dev: 
Hotel, Castle street, Exeter. #3 

Broughton, Henry, Grange rd, Bermondsey, Grocer. Sept 13 a9 
offices Butcher, Bouverie ‘st, Fleet st ¥e 

Brown, Lawrence, Milton st, Dorset i Timber Merchant, Sept 
at 8 at offices of Wright and Law, High Holborn 

Brown, Samuel Henry, Market pl, Shepherd’s Bush, Statio 
Sept 17 at 2 at offices of } Moe row ; 

Bucklo, John Charles, Queen Anno’s ter, North Kensington, Buildé 
Sept 20 at 11 at the Guildhall Tavern, King at, bob 
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, Everard John, Souldern, Oxford, Farmer. Sept 10 at 2 at 
of Munton and Stockton, h st, Banbury 
, Caroline Elizabeth Ni y, Exeter, Licensed Victualler. 


: 16 at 11 at offices of jf sea Bamfylde st, Exeter 

yy Tassel, Tranmere, Chester,Grocer. Sept 15 at 3 
st offices Of Bleakley and Do’ Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
J Marsden, nr Huddersfield, Mungo Manu- 
Pal 13 ‘at 8 at offices of Ainley and » New st, 


Huddersfiel 
(oben, Isaac, Bilston, Stafford, General Dealer. Sept 22 at 11 at 
Site Corneline Kevippa, Meloouhe Regie, Dorset, & 
rnelius pa, Melcom| egis, Dorset, Surgeon. Sept 
at 11 at offices oF Hepat, East st, Melcombe Regis ° 
rt, Kingston-upon-Hull, General Draper. Sept 15 at 
latthe Home Trade Association Rooms, York st, Manchester, 
Javerack, Hull 





nee 


Sept 14 at 


F 


sohn Cook, North Shields, out of business, Sept 10 
at 3 at offices of Sewell, Gray st, Newcastle- -on-Tyne 
Drury, Charles, Eagle, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept 3 at 10.30 at offices of 


t Aug 30, Flaxen, Lincoln 
rer, Pet Cornelius, Westbourne terrace, Hammersmith, Butcher. 
cr is at 3 at the Creditors’ Association, Arthur street East. 
t Aug %, ham, Samuel, Brough, York. Farmer. Sept 13 at 11 
A at the Imperial Hotel, Paragon st, Hull. Hind and Everatt, 
tion, Pet Goole 
Pet farmer, Edward, Swinton, York, Grocer. a 18 at 11 at offices of 
Aug Willis, Bank chmbrs, Wellgate, Rotherha 
Aug 4% Faull, Joseph, Morriston, Glamorgan, Salenapniiagee: Sept 15 at 11 
Ug ogg — —— Le ae yore = hore 
Firling, John William, Dorchester, Coal Merchant ept 20 at 3 at 
Rodgers offices of Burnett, South st, Dorchester 
Flower, Henry Cooper, Codford Saint Peter, Wilts, Brewer. 
‘b Aug 31, Sept 17 at 11.30 at} offices of Wakeman and Bleeck, Warminster, 
Fuller, Frederick, Brockenhurst, Southampeon, Butcher. Sept 11 at 
23, Ben. Bat a. of of Guy, Albion’ ter, Southampton 
Gannicott, Ro ‘aunton, Boot Maker, P Sept 17 at 3 at offices of 
26. Wil Pinchard a ‘Son, Paul st, Taunton 
Aur & William Lupton. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wine Merchant. 
ug Sept 17 at 11 at offices of Cooper and Co, Cheapside. Stanford, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
James, Leicester, Elastic Web Manufacturer, Sept 15 at 3 
at offices of Haxby, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Gravener, William iss, Vernour rd, Burdett rd, Schoolmaster. 
otras 18 at 12 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basing- 
rae, st. Fulcher, Horton rd, Hackney 
, David, Glynneath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Sept 15 at 12 at 27, 
Queen’ st, Neath. Curtis, Ni 
Sept 21 af , David, and William ‘Dickson, Gorton, Lancaster, Brewers. 
Kept 16 at 12 12 ‘at offices of Browne and Co, Queen st, Cheapside. 
Murray, Son, Manchester 
Hargreaves Tele, Pendleton, near Manchester, Draper. Sept 21 at 
ll at the Trevelyan Hotel, Corporation st, Manchester. Eastham, 
Pet Aug Harris, Henry George, Upper George st, Baker, Sept 14 at 11 at 
Han offices of Jenkins, Tavistock st, Covent Garden 
it Hawkins, John, Wrexall, Somerset, “Licensed Victualler. Sept 15 
t Sept, a2 of offices of Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, 











ai, Alber h eiverhemetn, Brass Founder, Sept 16 at 3 at 
allow, = een st, Wolverhampton 


nigel, ot riitinnn’ heffield, Joiner, Sept 17 at 12 at offices of 
and Co, Bank st, Sheffield 


Hildred, Thomas Ben amin, Boston, Lincoln, Hosier. Sept 23 at 1 
at offices of Dyer, Church lane, Boston 

Hobbs, George Wilson, Market Harborough, Leicester, Painter. 
Sept 22 at 11 at the Swans Hotel, Market Harborough. Cave, 

Market emg a 

Jenkins, George, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Sept ” at 12 at 
offices of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Vaughan, Ne 

William, Knowl-in- Mirfield, York, Grocer, 
Bull Hotel, Mirfield, Wilson, Mirfield 

Jones, John William, Glanygors, Anglesey, Coal Merchant. Sept 22 
a&2at British Hotel, Bangor. Fanning, Amlwch 


1. Salis 
Sept 4 
Sept 4 













Sept 2 22 at 3 at 


uti Fran George Richard, and Sydney Laurence Jousiffe, Old 
nchester omnes, Wine Merchants. Sopt 24 at 2at offices of Layton and 
and O05 oy En pene & st 


Kanon, ae Thomas Prescott Kenyon, Henry Kenyon, and 
Wiha Davy" Kenyon, Westleigh, Lancashire, Bone Manure 
Manufacturers, Sept 20 at 3 at Dog and Partridge Hotel, Fennell 
17 ab il st, Manchester. Brott and Craven, Manchester 
lyme Win South Stockton, York, Builder. Sept 17 at 11 at 
offices of Dodd and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Edwin John, Sheffield, Slate Merchant, Sopt 13 at 3 at 
Law Society's Rooms, Aldine ct, High st, Sheffield, Bromhead 
Sad Co, Sheffield 
Masriott” Joh n, and Frederick William Rhodes, Leeds, Venetian 
Blind eiacharere. Sept 15 at 11 at officos of Tennant and 


le I. Tedburn 8 Mary F Sopt 1 
ue) urn St Devon, Farmer, Sept 16 at 12at 
Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter.’ Floud, Hxeter ” 


enry Samuel, Dorset st, Commercial rd. Sept 10 at 3 
Offices of Prockter and Andrews, Princes st, Spitalfields 

1, John, Newcastle-upon- .Tyne, Furniture Dealer, Sept 

10 at 12 at offices of Moody, Clayton st, West, Nowcastlo-upon- 


, John, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, Sept 16 at 12 at offices 
 Bouthe} John at, at, tine ag 
Robert, Laverton, Somerset, Maltstor, Sopt 15 a 3 
aoa and Oakley, Market "place. Ames, From 
» Grocer, Sopt 18 at 1 at Station 
— Darli 


lington 
ur, Manchester, nae Sept 23 at 3 at offices of 


Rati eS Cie, © Feinoes as, Manchester 
: ‘alter Jose Wine, Ale,andPorter Merchant. 
ins a ito nmouth st, Birmingham, Poin- 













Simon, Dar 
York, 


at 12 at 





Noise, Thomas, Newport, Isle of Wight, Grocer. Sept 13 at 11 at 
offices of Joye Joyce, Sea st, Newport 

Norman, William, Richmond oo Reema. Diab and Shoe Dealer. 
Sept an lg 40, Southampton buildings, Holborn, Cooper, 

Painter, Ghene Edward, Sunderland, out of business. Sept 15 at 


11 at offices of Alcock and Routledge, Frederick lodge, St Thomas 
st, Sunderland 

Pemberton, William, Horton, Salop, Farm Labourer. Sept 16 at 12 
at offices of Edwards, Pride Hill, Shrewsbury 

Perl, Michael, Houndsditch, Dealer in Tobacconists’ Fancy Goods 
Sept 16 at 3 at Metropolitan Hotel, South pl, Finsbury. Podmore 
and Harte, Moorgate st 

Phillips, Joseph, Bristol, ccs righ Na gaan Sept 10 at 12 at offices 
of Clifton and Carter, Broad st, B 

Pounder, George, Kirb: yymoorside, a Churn Manufacturer. 
Sept 16 at 12 at the Black ! Swan Hotel, “Kirbymoorisde. Jefferson, 
Northallerton 

Powell, James, Cambridge rd, —— Greengrocer. Sept 17 at 4 at 
offices of York, Conduit st, Broad st 

Price, John Llewellyn, Bucknall, Salop, Shoemaker, Sept 18 at 12 at 
offices of Weyman, Mill st. Ludlow 

Riddiford, Edmund, Pontypool, Monmouth, Grocer. Sept 15 at 10,30 
at offices of Morgan, Pontypool 

Ridley, John David, Banham, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 11 at 10.30 at 
offices of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Smith, John Sam, Flimby, Shipowner. Sept 16 at 4 at the 
Green Dragon Hotel, Workington. Tyson and Hobson, Mary- 
port 

Snook, James, Sylvan cottage, Hornsey rise, Builder. Sept 20at3 
at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 

Spanton, John, Kingston- upon-Hull, Grocer. Sept 16 at 11 at offices 
of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Stevenson, John, Cardiff, Baker. oes 21 at 12 at offices of Jenkins 
and Co., Philharmonic ‘chmbrs, Care 

Stucke. Emma, Cheltenham, Tallor, Sere 15 at 11 at offices of Winter 
botham and Co., Essex pl, Cheltenham 

be William, Aston, nr irmingham, Tailor. Sept 15 atli at offices 
of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Taylor, William, Great Driffield, York, Mechanical Engineer. Sept 
l4at ll at Keys Hotel, Great Driffield. Stead and Sibree, Hull 


Thackray, William Cole, Sheffield, Electro Plater. Sept 16 at 2 at 
offices of Taylor, Norfolk row, Sheffield 
Wakefield, Thomas, Hanley, Stafford, Beerseller. . Sept 17 at 12 at 


offices of Sw ord, Cheapside, Hanley 
Ward, Henry Charles, Birmingham, Wine Merchant. Se 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Giaisyer, 


17 at 2 
irming- 


po 

Whitby, James, Sutton, Surrey, Surveyor. Sept 20at 12 at offices 
of Jackson and Prince, Cannon st 

Whitehead, Henry, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. == 16 at 10.30 at 
offices of "Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dews' 

Wilson, Robert, Norwich, Picture Frame Maker. Sept spe 1s at ll at 5, - 
West End st, Old Palace rd 

Wright, David, Birmingham. Sept 17 at 3 at offices of Arnold and 
Son, Temple row, Birmingham 

Wright, Joseph Robert, jun, Sheffield, Steel and Wire Manufacturer, 
Sept 22 at 2 at offices of Broomhead and Co, Bank chambers, 
George st, Sheffield 

Young, Richard Wake, and Robert James =, —— e 
Dock, Durham. Sept 13 at 12 at offices of Alcoc! 
Frederick Lodge, St Thomas st, Sunderland 


TvuEspay, Sept. 7, 1880. 

Allcock, Edward, Hale, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. 
offices of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Manchester. Nicolls and 
Altrincham 

Allen, Thomas, Tamworth, Warwick, Greengrocer, Sept 22 at 11 at 
offices of Beaton and Adcock, Birmingham 

Amer, Stephen, Birkenhead, Butcher, Sept 27 at 3 at offices of 
Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Austin, Arthur Fenner, Fenchurch st, Hatter. Sept 23 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tay ern, Gresham st. Lane, Gresham st 

Barber, Robert, Colchester, Essex, Schoolmaster. Sept 18 at 1] at 
offices of Prior, Head st, Colchester 

Bargen, Gustav, Cullum st, Restaurant Proprietor. Sept 21 at 3 at 
offices of Kennedy, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 

Baskeyfield, William, Chesterton, Stafford, Farmer. Sept 23 at 4at 
offices of James, Nelson sq, Neweastle- under-Lyme 

Baxter, Edward, Birmingham, Woollen Merchant, Sept 13 at 3 at 
= George Hotel, Huddersfield, in lieu of the place originally 


amed 
Bishop, James, Hurlingham lane, Fulham, Builder, 


Sept 24 at 3 at 
Co, 


Sept 27 at 3 at 
offices of Fitch, Bedford row 
Booth, jo Henry, Wolverhampton, Draper. 23 at 11 ae 
offices of Flewker and Pago, Darlington st, Wolves pton 


Boothroyd, Edwin, Halifax, Grocer, Sept 24 at 11 at the Creditors’ 
Association, Crown st, Halifax 
Bowen, Thomas Protheroe, Nantyglo, Monmouth, out of business. 
a 20 at 3 at offices of Browne, Lion st, A 
Brookes, Thomas Smart. C Shurcham, Gloucester, ter Oot 2 at 
3 at offices of York, Berkeley st 
Bull, John Romnald, Sheffield, Fruiterer. Sept 29 at 12 at offices of 
- Alderson, _ st, Bheftield’ » 3 
ullworthy, Thomas, and Henry Bacon, Junction 
vision Dealers. Sept 21 at 4 at offices of H ely ny 
side. Dear, Gresham st 
Corbishley, John Crofts, Bradford. Lh a Draper. Sept 20 at ll at 
offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Brad 
Davies, Charles, Liverpool, Hairdresser. Sept 22 at 2 at offices of 
Fowler, Cable st. Liverpool 
Davies, Thomas, Broullys, Brecon, Tailor, Sept 28 at 12 at offices of 
Page, C gone lane Vs 
Dewhurst, Isaac, Manchester, Beerseller, Sept 2] at 3 at offices of 
Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 
Goods Merchant, 
Radford 


Diteham, George Thomas Pearce, Jewin st, 
Seas af atl at the Gullahall Tavern, King st, 
ad Frankland, Chancery lane 
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Donaldson, Ulverston, Lancashire, Fancy Repositor, 
— 21 at Je. Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Gaamens Ulver: 


itivands, Joseph, and John Edwards, Worcester, Builders. Sept 23 
at 11 at offices of Saunders and Bradbury, Temple row, Birming- 


Ellis, Francis Henry, Abchurch ya, Glue Merchant. Sept 29 at 2 at 
offices of Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate st Without 

Evans, Richard, and John Miles, Ashford, Market Gardeners. Sept 
17 at 10 at the Druids Head Inn, Market’ pl, Kingston-on-Thames. 
Wenn, Bell yd, Temple bar 

Fryer, Samuel, and William Henry Smith, Leeds, Tin Smiths, Sept 
18 at 11 at offices of Wells, Cookridge st, Leeds 

Gaite, Frederick Thomas, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Ironmonger. 
Sept 27 at 12 at the George Hotel, Frome. Hobbs, jun, Wells 

Galloway, William Henry, jun, Leicester, Leather Dealer. Sept 20 
at 12 at offices of Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Leicester 

Gardiner, Robert William, Margate, Watchmaker. Sept 24 at 11 at 
offices of Parry, High st, Ramsgate 

Glenn, Sarah, and George Glenn ig on Warwicr, Draper 
Bent 20 at 3 at the Wellington Hotel, Leicester, Slingsby, 


Gore) aloe Noble st, Manufacturers’ Agent. Sept 20 at 3 at 
offices of Theodore and Co, Finsbury circus. Bellamy and Co, 
Bisbopaeate st Within 

Gorton, William, Dover, Draper. Sept 30 at 2 at offices of Miller & 
Miller, Sherborne lane 

Hales, William, Brigg, Lincoln, Gardener. Sept 21 at 12 at offices of 
Sowter, Wrawby st, Brigg 

Hall, Francis Russell, an Surgeon. Sept 21 at 12 at offices 
of Barlow and Co, &t Andrew’s st, Cambridge 

Hancox, George, Birmingh am, Dairyman. ept 25 at 11 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Harton, Jose} ph, Rawtenstall, Lancaster, Provision Merchant. Sept 
22 at 11.30 Hy the Dog and Partridge Hotel, Fennel st, Manchester. 
Townsend, Rawtenstall 

Harvey, David, Birmingham, Clothes Dealer. Sept 16 at 3 at offices 
of East, Temple st, Birmin, gham 

Hawes, William Michael, Diss, Norfolk, Miller. Sept 23 at 2 at the 

ee tee Head Hotel, Diss. Smith 

tanhope, Durham, Draper. Sept 22 at 12 at the 

gwood st, Newcastle-on-Tyne. Proud, Bishop 


Heaps, John, Bradford, Lancaster, Plumber. Sept 23 at 3 at 35, 
Cannon st, ‘Manchester. Alderson, Manchester 
Heath, William, Trini pity st, Hanley, oo of business. Sept 17 at 10 
at 33, Albion st, Hanley. Ashmall, H ~og o 
Hockley, Charles, Saffron Walden, Essex, pholaterer. Sept 17 at 
offices of Aldridge and Co, Bedford row, Gray’s-inn. Free- 
de and Bellingham, Saffron Walden 
Figdepen, John Kirk, South Portland road Brickfields, South 
orwood, Brickmaker. Oct1at 2 at Mullen’s Hotel, Ironmonger 


ay Pullen, Basinghall st 
Huxley, Henry Latter, hap merce ee Kent, Blacksmith. Sept 21 at 
3 at offices of Downi st 
WMiadiachoroweh Coal erchent, Sept 17 at 3 at 
Lewis, Zetland rd, Middlesboroug’ 
Kirkby, Samuel ‘Robert, Sheffield, et Retailer, Sept 20 at 12 at 
offices of Auty and Sons, Queen st, 8 
King, Thomas, and Thomas Arthur ting, Prestwich, Lancaster, 
. Sept 21 at 3 at offices of Kidson and “Astbury, Bt 
James’s ea, soa Hae os Tine Manchester 


er yy Licensed Victualler, Sept 28 at 12 at 

of Nash. ad viele Queen st, Cheapside. Stuckey and Co, 
Brighton 

Madren, William, Live 1, Master ees, Sept 21 at 2 at 
offices of Brabner and art, Cook st, Liv 


verpool 
Masters, Frederick William, ‘Winchester, Printer. 
offices of Bailey and White, Jewry st, Winch hester 
ag Jobn Butenux, and George ‘Augustus Samuel Mellison, 
Guildhall Ts st Within, Licensed Victuallers. Sept 24 at 11 at 
Tavern, Gresham st. Hicks and Arnold, Wellington st. 


Sept 20 at 3 at 


Motta 3 , wil Morpeth, Northumberland, Grocer. Sept 16 at 3.80 


clas Hotel, Grainger st West, Newcastle-on- Tyne. Webb, 


Morfey, Thomas Edgar, Tunstall, Stafford, Pianoforte Dealer. Sept 
24 at 3 at offices of Hollinshead, Tunsta! uv 
Morrish, Henry bed gerd Kentisbeare, Devon, Draper, Sept 21 at 
11.30 at offices 4 Andrew, Bedford circus, Exeter. Burrow 
Charles, Newton st, Hoxton, Drapers’ Box Manufacturer. 
"16 at 9 at offices of Knight. Bow st 
Lg Henry Alfred, St Leonards-on-Sea, Builder. Sept 18 at 12 at 
45 Cheapside. Hughes, Easteheap 
Nevin, Thomas, Henry, Birkenhead, Painter. Sept 23 at 3 at offices 
ok Bleakley and , Hamilton 4), Birkenhead 
es, George Francis, Sev: en Sisters , Boot Maki Maker. Sept 23 at 
on rj a Law Society, Cumeaey lane. Liggins, Budge 
row, Cannon st 
, East view, Hanley. Sept 18 at 10 at offices of Ash- 
mall, Albion ‘st Hanley 
Pearce, ve, Githert, CGhulmicigh, Devon, Farmer. Sept 20 at 11 at offices 
Riccard and Son, Churchyard, Southmolton 


Polybiank Elizabeth, Charles Polyblank, and Alfred Polyblank 

ewton Bushel, Devon, Engineers. Sept 21 at 12.30 at ond of 
Hare and Company, H h st, Bristol. hey, Newton A 

Powell, Mary Daughton, , Stafford, Grocer. Sept rH me 2 


at offices of Saunders and Co High st, Dudley 
PHtchard, oe Sheffield, Retai Sept 30 at 12 at offices 


at 3 at fo» sed of Webster, Llewellyn at, Conwa 
a 7 ittingborne, Kent, Baker. Hept 21 at 11,30 at offices 
at High a cing ‘bourne 


bag oy ms Mi Ww out of business. Sept 13 at 
2 at offices of Teale, Albert rd, M: h - in, BN. 
@ 
Pmept 28 Hugh, asain st age Bionchone, B onport 











Sepbens, William, Northfield, Worcester, out of business. Sept 19 { 


offices of Duke Duke, Seninle row, Birm 





Pa * Seophe Manager of 
Works. | S¢ Se THis hes lena sy dae 
nr Brierley 3 

Stone, Solomon, Cowfold, Sussex, ——. fone at 1 at cin 

Head Hotei, H . Flowers, 


Taylor, Daniel, Chipping Norton, Osten Labonte. Be 18 at 
Fox Hotel, Chipplug Norton. Kilby and Mace, Chipping N ile 

Topham ham, Willi liam, St Paul’s pl, Ball's 1 Pond, out of business, 
16 at 11. 30 at offices of Perks, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 

Turner, Francis, Balcombe, Sussex, Miller. Sept 21 at 11 at Station 
Hotel, Hayward’s Heath, ” Cuckfield. Waugh, Cuckfield 

Underwood Samuel, Birmin, ngt . La Maker. Sept 20 at a 
offices of Plant, Cannon st, Birming’ 

Vincent, Richard, Docking, Norfolk, orlacksmaith, Sept 23 at le 
Hare Inn, Docking. Wilkin, King’ 's Lynn 

Warren, James, Birmingham, Ironmonger. Sept 17 at 12 at offlog 


of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Wood, John J ames, New st, oon Carcase Butcher. Septy 
at 2 at offices of ‘Thomson and Co, Cornhill 
Sept 20 at 2 


Wrighton, William Ellis, Nottingham. Wheelwright. 
at offices of Bescoby, Grove st, East Retford 

Young, James, Graham rd, Dalston, Silk Mercer’s Warehouseman, 
Sept 30 at 3 at offices of Keene and Co Mark lane 


SCHWEITZER'’S COCOATINA 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with tly 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable fe 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it smts all 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of coco 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &o., and IN REALITY CHRP 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, inte Sie 








Mas Lo Checolate, anil may be taken when richer choco! 
11 
In tin packets at 1s, 64., 3., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocery, 
Charities on Special ‘Terms by the Sole Proprietors, F 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


MR. G. H. JONES, _ 


SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 
Will be gladto orward his Pamphlet on Painless Dentistry, ff 
enclosed by post, which explains the most unique systerza of the 
ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 
CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5, 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE RoR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 

To Hr s Uajesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bend 
Corporation of London, &c. 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES Ad LL Akh CLERGY GOWNS B 
ESTABLISHED 


64, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


(Seuss PREFERMENT bafcaphag i 
patrons, interested in the  lonpirente ane ole d 
of advowsons, ntations, &c., in Ege of ot we 
oon , should refer to the PHIVATE ’ PGA: A 
ae W. EMERY STARK, j nM o Tustituto of 2 ct 
Post free for six’ stamps.—Addreas, Me 
| a Starx, 23, Bedford-street, Strand, 


TRpEGooD & OO. a ee end Land Agen 

lane, W.0., hold Tuniopicat 84 SALES of coer ae 

Becond Tuesday in each month 

Board of Works, end other Ceapgunsness Seedeaiees Bol 

ay | Mor Jaen, &c, Estates managed, 

A scale of charges “yee cae. 

M! ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARME 
IST of ESTA'TES and HOUSES to paaehe pd tn 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Re ee 

ibventment generally, is publiphad on the meee . 

will be sent ds post recived — for fo atampac~Par fn A 
on ihe yeoed yoettion wade. 






















































a 




















» Town and Country yovend hy 
ootained. free ofeharge, at the 
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